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Andrew  H.  Wilson 
WILSON,  RYAN  &  CAMPILONGO 
235  Montgomery  Street 
Suite  450 

San  Francisco,  California  94104 
(415)  391-3900 

Laurie  J.  Bartilson 
BOWLES  &  MOXON 
6255  Sunset  Boulevard 
Suite  2000 

Hollywood,  California  90028 
(213)  661-4030 

Attorneys  for  Plaintiff 

CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  INTERNATIONAL 


SUPERIOR  COURT  OF  THE  STATE  OF  CALIFORNIA 
FOR  THE  COUNTY  OF  MARIN 


CHURCH  OF  SCIENTOLOGY  OF  ) 

INTERNATIONAL,  a  California  ) 
not-for-profit  religious  ) 

corporation;  ) 

) 

) 

) 

) 

Plaintiff,  ) 

vs .  ) 

) 

GERALD  ARMSTRONG  and  DOES  1  ) 

through  25,  inclusive,  ) 

) 

Defendants.  ) 

_ ) 


Case  No.  152229 


DECLARATION  OF  LYNN  R.  FARNY 


DATE:  March  20,  1992 
TIME:  9:00  a.ra. 

DEPT:  4 
No  trial  date 


I,  Lynn  R.  Farny,  hereby  declare  and  state: 

1.  I  am  over  18  years  of  age  and  a  resident  of  the  State  of 
California.  I  make  this  declaration  of  my  own  personal  knowledge 
and  if  called  as  a  witness  to  testify  as  to  the  matters  herein,  I 
could  and  would  do  so  competently. 

2.  I  am  the  corporate  Secretary  of  the  Church  of  Scientology 
International,  a  California  non-profit  religious  corporation 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 


(hereinafter  '•Church")  .  I  have  worked  in  the  Legal  Affairs  area  of 
various  Churches  of  Scientology  on  a  either  a  full-time  or  part-time 
basis  since  1977.  Consequently,  I  am  familiar  with  the  documents 
which  have  been  submitted  as  exhibits  in  support  of  Gerald 
Armstrong's  opposition  to  the  Church's  Motion  for  a  Preliminary 
Injunction  and  the  documents  which  have  been  submitted  as  exhibits 
in  support  of  Joseph  A.  Yanny's  Amicus  Curiae  brief. 

3.  The  massive  volumes  of  documents,  many  more  than  a  decade 
old  and  all  completely  irrelevant  to  any  fact  or  issue  properly 
before  the  Court  in  this  proceeding,  serve  no  purpose  other  than  to 
create  confusion  and  generate  a  false  picture  of  controversy  where, 
in  fact,  none  exists.  The  actual  facts  are  simple  and  clear.  The 
Church  of  Scientology  is  an  internationally  recognized  religion. 
It  is  the  most  rapidly  expanding  religious  movement  in  the  world 
today  and  is  widely  acclaimed  both  by  its  parishioners  for  the 
quality  and  value  of  its  religious  services  and  by  community  leaders 
and  local  organizations  for  its  contributions  to  the  betterment  of 
the  local  communities  within  which  the  Churches  reside. 

4.  The  international  judicial  recognitions  of  the  Church  are 

too  numerous  to  fully  catalogue  here.  I  have  attached  a 

representative  sampling  of  such  decisions  at  Exhibit  A.  For 

example,  the  Regional  Court  in  Frankfurt,  Germany  found  that: 

"the  purpose  of  the  Church  is  the  cultivation  and 
spreading  of  the  religion  of  Scientology  and  its  doctrine. 

The  Church  of  Scientology  regards  it  as  its  mission  and 
task  to  provide  people  with  liberation  and  redemption  in 
the  spiritual-mental  sense  of  the  word."  (pg.  2) 

*  *  * 

"  [Auditing]  has  its  origin  in  the  religious  view  of  the 
defendant,  which  is  protected  by  the  Basic  Law,  and  is  the 
central  point  of  the  spiritual/religious  practice  and 
ministerial  provision  of  salvation  in  Scientology."  (pg. 

10) 
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Yanny  and  Armstrong  have  referred  in  passing  to  legal 
difficulties  in  Italy  and  Spain  but  have  failed  to  inform  the  Court 
that  the  local  Churches  have  consistently  been  vindicated  in  these 
proceedings.  I  have  included  in  Exhibit  A  a  series  of  decisions 
from  Italian  and  Spanish  Courts.  The  Courts,  there  too,  have 
recognized  the  religious  nature  of  the  Church.  For  example,  the 
First  Tax  Court  of  Verona,  Italy  stated: 

"There  is  no  doubt  that  the  books  and  the  courses 
concern  the  complex  developments  of  the  Scientology 
religion  founded  by  Ron  Hubbard.  The  books  explain  a 
philosophical  theory  which  has  a  religious  background  and 
which  is  the  foundation  of  a  Church  which  has  expanded 
into  several  countries  with  millions  of  followers. 

"The  courses  benefit  people  in  their  progress  towards 
the  various  grades  or  levels  of  advanced  worship,  the 
peculiarities  of  which  do  not  lessen  the  religious  values, 
which  are  being  professed.  Evidence  of  this  is  found  in 
the  numerous  witnesses  heard,  and  affidavits  submitted." 

(pg.  2) 


The  District  Court  in  Stuttgart,  Germany  acknowledged  the 

religious  nature  of  the  Church  when  it  stated: 

"...this  Church  is  a  salvation  religion  which  deals  with 
the  human  soul  and  the  riddles  of  life  and  which  sees  it 
roots  and  historical  tradition  in  Buddhism,  Hinduism  and 
other  religions.  Its  purpose  in  this  world  is  considered 
to  help  man  in  his  strive  for  spiritual  freedom  and  to 
completely  free  him  from  problems  and  burdens  to  reach 
total  freedom  in  order  to  recognize  himself  as  a  spiritual 
being  and  experience  the  existence  of  a  Supreme  Being  to 
be  able  to  be  more  aware  and  to  reach  satisfaction  and 
happiness.  In  the  course  of  this  one  also  reaches  an 
understanding  of  God  as  the  Supreme  Being  and  the 
spiritual  perfection  is  accomplished  through  several 
stages  and  by  various  studies,  courses,  seminars  and 
auditing,  a  kind  of  pastoral  counselling  which  helps  the 
individual  to  reach  the  worthwhile  spiritual  goals  as  per 
the  understanding  of  this  religious  community."  (pg  2) 


5.  Churches  of  Scientology  do  what  every  organized  religion 
does:  They  provide  emotional  and  spiritual  benefits  for  their 
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parishioners,  and  contributes  to  the  welfare  and  improvement  of 
their  communities.  The  benefits  which  parishioner  receive  are  best 
expressed  by  the  individuals,  themselves.  I  have  collected  a 
sampling  of  declarations,  numbering  over  1,000,  written  by  public 
and  staff  Scientologists  in  which  they  discuss  their  own  reasons 
for  becoming  and  remaining  Scientologists  and  the  gains  which  they 
have  received  as  a  result  of  obtaining  Scientology  counselling  and 
training.  A  few  of  these  documents  are  attached  as  Exhibit  B.  In 
the  event  that  the  Court  wishes  to  view  more  of  these  declarations, 
plaintiff  will  be  glad  to  supply  them  to  the  Court. 

6.  Typically,  the  first  contact  an  individual  has  with  the 
Church  of  Scientology  is  by  reading  L.  Ron  Hubbard's  book, 
Dianetics;  The  Modern  Science  of  Mental  Health.  This  book,  the 
all-time,  leading  self-help  best  seller,  has  sold  more  than  14 
million  copies  since  its  initial  publication  in  1950,  has  regularly 
appeared  on  the  New  York  Times  best  seller  list  and  has  been 
published  in  26  different  languages.  By  reading  Dianetics  an 
individual  learns  that  he  can  do  something  to  remove  unwanted 
personal  barriers,  increase  his  abilities  and  more  effectively 
attain  his  personal  goals  in  life.  He  or  she  learns  techniques 
with  which  he  can  use  to  help  his  family  and  friends.  From  that 
point,  the  person  may  decide  to  learn  more  about  the  principles  of 
Scientology  and  find  additional  tools  and  knowledge  that  he  can  use 
to  further  improve  his  life  and  the  lives  of  his  loved  ones. 
Examples  of  these  principles  and  their  application  in  overcoming 
problems  of  drug  addiction,  illiteracy  and  improving  interpersonal 
relations.  (See,  The  True  Story  of  SCIENTOLOGY.  Exhibit  C.) 

7.  A  basic  overview  of  the  principles  of  the  religion  is 
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presented  in  the  Declaration  of  Raymond  Mithoff,  the  holder  of  the 
highest  ecclesiastical  position  in  the  Scientology  Religion 
concerning  matters  of  ecclesiastical  doctrine  and  purity  of 
Scientology  scriptures.  (A  true  and  correct  copy  of  Reverend 
Mithoff's  declaration,  the  original  of  which  was  filed  in  the  case 
of  Vicki  Aznaran,  et  al.  v.  Church  of  Scientology  of  California,  et 
al .  USDC  Central  District  of  California,  Case  No.  CV  88-1786 
('"Aznaran11)  has  been  filed  here  as  Exhibit  D  without  exhibits.)  The 
Church  of  Scientology  has  also  been  recognized  by  religious 
scholars  such  as  Professors  Frank  Flinn  and  Lonnie  Kliever  (Exhibit 
E,  Declaration  of  Frank  Flinn,  and  Exhibit  F,  Declaration  of  Lonnie 
Kliever,  both  originally  filed  in  Aznaran) .  The  Flinn  and  Kliever 
declarations  provide  a  further  overview  of  the  religion.  These 
three  declarations  provide  a  full  explanation  of  such  basic  matters 
as  the  Scientology  view  of  man  as  an  immortal  soul,  and  describe  the 
role  played  in  the  religion  of  counselling  (called  "auditing")  as  a 
means  of  gaining  increased  spiritual  awareness. 

8.  The  papers  submitted  by  Armstrong  and  Yanny,  however,  are 
replete  with  documents  attacking  the  Church.  The  first  explanation 
for  this  is  simply  that  Gerald  Armstrong  has  devoted  his  life  to 
attacking  the  Church.  In  1981  he  stole  personal,  archival  material 
from  Church  files  and  attempted  to  use  this  material  to  launch  a 
campaign  of  lies  and  denigration.  Judge  Breckenridge  ruled  in  the 
1984  trial  that  this  theft  of  materials  was  a  "prima  facie  case  of 
conversion".  (Exhibit  G)  .  Armstrong's  motivation  is  stated  most 
clearly  in  a  statement  he  made  to  an  investigator  who,  under  the 
auspices  of  the  Los  Angeles  Police  Department,  was  covertly 
video-taping  the  conversation.  Armstrong  stated  to  his  assumed 
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ally,  Joey:  JOEY:  You're  not  hiding. 

GA :  Fuck  no !  And . . . 

JOEY:  You're  not  afraid  are  you? 

GA:  No!  And  that's  why  I'm  in  a  fucking  stronger 

position  than  they  are! 

JOEY:  How's  that? 

GA:  Why,  I'll  bring  them  to  their  knees! 

(Video  Transcript,  Nov.  7,  1984,  pg.  8-9) 

One  of  the  ways  in  which  Armstrong  intended  to  accomplish  this 
purpose  was  by  encouraging  the  investigators,  whom  he  thought  were 
disaffected  staff  members,  to  file  bogus  lawsuits.  When  questioned 
about  the  lack  of  facts  to  support  such  suits,  Armstrong  responded 
(to  his  supposed  ally,  Mike) : 

MIKE:  The  point,  the  point  I'm  trying  to  get  across  is 

that  ...  that's  the  civil  complaint  in  there  and  that 
would  have  to  be  proven. 

GA:  Show  me  the  line  you're  talking  about. 

MIKE:  It's  over  here. 

GA:  Where  are  the.  .  .  We  didn't  have  to  prove  a 

g-ddamn  thing,  we  didn't  have  to  prove  sh-t,  we  just  have 
to  allege  it. 

(Video  Transcript,  Nov.  30,  1984  pp.  4-5) 

Armstrong  had  stated  his  philosophy  clearly  when  he  had  earlier  been 
challenged  on  the  lack  of  data  for  such  suits: 

GA:  They  can  allege  it.  They  can  allege  it.  They 

don't  even  have,  they  can  allege  it. 

MIKE:  So  they  don't  have  to  like,  they  don't  have  to 

have  you  know  the  document  sitting  in  front 
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GA:  Fucking  say  the  organization  destroys  the  document. 


(Video  Transcript,  Nov.  17,  1984,  pp  28-29)  (Ex.  H) 

9 .  Armstrong  is  continuing  his  personal  vendetta  against  the 
Church  which  he  has  been  carrying  forward  virtually  unchecked  since 
1981.  In  fact,  the  many  of  the  exhibits  filed  by  Yanny  were 
documents  which  Armstrong  was  required  to  return  to  the  Plaintiff, 
pursuant  to  the  Settlement  Agreement.  Their  appearance  in  the 
litigation  at  this  time  is  evidence  of  a  double  breach  by  Armstrong 
—  of  both  the  Agreement's  requirement  that  he  surrender  all  copies 
of  the  documents  and  of  the  provision  that  he  not  discuss  or 
distribute  such  documents. 

10.  Yanny  is  a  willing  co-participant  with  Armstrong  in  these 
breaches  and  is  carrying  forward  his  own  vendetta.  Los  Angeles 
Superior  Court  Judge  Raymond  Cardenas  noted  this  in  his  Statement 
of  Decision  in  the  case  of  Religious  Technology  Center,  et  al,  v. 
Joseph  A.  Yanny,  et  al.  LA  Superior  Court,  Case  No.  C  690  211, 
stating: 

Yanny  was  and  is  an  aggressive  attorney  who  is  apparently 
driven  by  an  all-consuming  desire  to  right  the  wrongs  that 
he  believes  plaintiffs  have  committed  over  the  years  with 
respect  to  him  and  others.  It  is  this  state  of  mind  that 
blurs  his  objectivity  and  has  caused  Yanny  to  appear  to 
lose  sight  of  his  continuing  professional  responsibility 
to  the  plaintiffs,  his  former  clients  —  a  duty  of 
confidentiality  which  he  will  bear  so  long  as  he  is  an 
attorney.  .  .  .  Yanny' s  conduct  suggests  a  ready 
willingness  to  disregard  legal  and  ethical 
responsibilities  owed  to  his  former  clients  .... 
(Exhibit  I,  pg.  5) 


11.  In  this  case  Yanny  has  demonstrated  his  continued 
willingness  to  breach  his  ethical  responsibilities  by  filing 
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numerous  exhibits  which  were  given  to  him  in  confidence  by 
plaintiff,  when  he  was  an  attorney  for  the  Church. 

12.  In  the  1984  trial  of  the  Armstrong  I  case,  Armstrong  was 
able  to  persuade  Judge  Breckenridge  that  the  Church  was  somehow  a 
nefarious  organization.  He  accomplished  this  by  doing  what  he  and 
his  cohort,  Yanny,  are  attempting  to  do  with  the  mountain  of 
irrelevant  paper  they  have  dumped  upon  the  Court  at  the  eleventh 
hour  —  present  a  one-sided  picture  in  the  hope  that  the  Court  will 
believe  that  where  there  is  smoke,  there  is  fire.  In  Armstrong  I 
Armstrong  achieved  this  by  bringing  in  his  misguided  refrains  under 
the  guise  of  proof  of  his  "state  of  mind".  As  such,  the  Church  was 
not  able  to  contest  the  issue  as  the  truth  or  falsity  of  what 
Armstrong  believed  was  not  at  issue;  only  whether  he  "believed"  it. 
Thus  the  Armstrong  I  court  was  faced  with  a  trial  record  of 
virtually  unchallenged  accusation. 

13.  That  is  not  the  case  here,  however.  It  is  appropriate  to 
take  up  some  of  the  lies  which  Armstrong  and  Yanny  have  here  thrown 
before  the  Court.  Both  of  them  make  assertions  regarding  an 
alleged  "fair  game"  doctrine.  Both  know  the  true  facts:  "Fair 
game"  was  a  term  used  in  the  Church  for  a  short  while  in  the  1960's 
—  years  before  Armstrong  was  a  member  of  the  Church  and  decades 
before  Yanny  ever  represented  a  Church  of  Scientology  organization. 
The  term  does  not  appear  in  currently  published  Church  scriptures 
and  has  not  so  appeared  for  years.  Even  for  the  short  time  it  did 
exist,  it  meant  simply  that  an  individual  so  labelled  was  not 
entitled  to  the  protection  of  the  Scientology  system  of  justice. 
In  this  regard  it  is  similar  to  the  Old  English  concept  of  "outlaw" 
which  was  "one  who  is  put  out  of  the  protection  or  aid  of  the  law". 
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(Exhibit  J,  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the  Declaration  of  Mark  C. 
Rathbun,  para.  6  originally  filed  in  Aznaran  without  exhibits.) 

14.  The  Scientology  ethics  and  justice  system  is  a  privilege 
and  benefit  for  Scientologists.  Scientologists  can  and  do  avail 
themselves  of  the  ethics  and  justice  system  of  the  Church  as  it  is 
free  of  charge,  swift,  sane,  accurate  and  based  solely  on  getting 
to  the  truth.  One  is  judged  by  a  committee  of  his  peers  whose  only 
task  is  to  get  to  the  truth  of  disputes  between  Scientologists. 
Scientology  justice  committees  do  not  punish,  they  only  get  to  the 
truth  and  attempt  to  rectify  injustices.  The  system  is  based  on 
trust,  and  because  Scientology  is  predicated  on  truth  and  honesty, 
no  Scientologist  in  good  standing  would  even  think  of  lying  in  such 
a  proceeding  or  attempt  to  derail  and  misdirect  a  proceeding 
through  false  and  inflammatory  testimony.  (Id.,  para.  7)  As 
Scientologists  consider  this  system  a  major  benefit  from  membership 
in  the  Church,  to  expel  a  person  from  Church  membership  and  thereby 
withdraw  the  protection  and  availability  of  the  Church's  ethics  and 
justice  system  is  the  harshest  penalty  in  the  Scientology  religion. 
(Id. ,  para.  8) 

15.  Yanny  and  Armstrong  both  refer  to  the  Wollersheim  case  in 
an  attempt  to  bolster  their  false  claims  regarding  "fair  game". 
This  case  was  taken  up  to  the  U.S.  Supreme  Court.  There  the 
Church's  petition  for  writ  of  certiorari  was  granted  and  the 
decision  was  vacated  and  remanded  for  to  the  California  Court  of 
Appeal  for  review,  where  it  is  currently  pending.  A  key  issue  on 
review  is  the  Church's  argument  that  the  trial  was  rife  with 
religious  bigotry  and  the  passion  and  prejudice  so  created  violated 
the  First  and  Fifth  Amendments.  The  decisions  from  which  Armstrong 
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and  Greene  cite  are  products  of  that  religious  hatred  and  no  longer 
stand.  (Exhibit  K.) 

16.  In  a  similarly  irresponsible  and  misleading  manner  Yanny 
gratuitously  has  cited  to  a  British  child  custody  case.  Re  B  and  G 
f Wards) .  Clearly  a  1985  British  divorce  proceeding  has  no  relevance 
at  all  to  a  suit  against  Armstrong  for  repeatedly  and  deliberately 
violating  a  settlement  agreement.  But  even  more  notably,  the  family 
conflict  which  was  the  subject  of  that  lawsuit  has  now  been  amicably 
resolved  through  the  use  of  Scientology  principles.  Attached  as 
Exhibit  L  is  a  declaration  of  David  Banks  in  which  he  describes  how 
the  children,  living  with  his  ex-wife,  were  having  educational 
difficulties  and  were  in  danger  of  being  subjected  to  forced 
drugging  with  Ritalin.  He  and  his  ex-wife  recognized  the  severity 
of  this  situation.  He  was  able  to  utilize  the  study  and  the  ethics 
technology  developed  by  L.  Ron  Hubbard  to  greatly  improve  the 
conditions  of  their  children. 

17.  Yanny  has  sought  to  take  advantage  of  this  Court's  lack 
of  knowledge  of  the  religion  of  Scientology  by  quoting  scriptures 
out  of  context  in  order  to  hold  them  up  to  scorn  and  ridicule.  A 
classic  example  of  this  is  in  the  quotation  titled  "Technique  88" 
which  Yanny  referred  to  in  his  amicus  brief  and  included  among  his 
exhibits.  Virtually  any  religious  material  can  be  held  ridiculed 
by  those  whose  intention  is  solely  to  challenge  and  denigrate. 
Whether  it  be  the  concept  of  the  Holy  Ghost,  the  presentation  of 
the  10  Commandments  to  Moses,  or  the  lives  of  the  saints,  religious 
beliefs  have  been  held  up  to  ridicule  by  disbelievers.  (See,  for 
instance,  the  origin  of  the  term  "hocus  pocus",  noted  by  Professor 
Flinn  as  originating  as  a  ridicule  of  a  phrase  from  the  traditional 
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Catholic  Latin  mass.  Exhibit  E,  pg  29.)  In  this  instance  Yanny 
has  taken  a  passage  out  of  context.  In  the  full  tape  lecture  by  L. 
Ron  Hubbard  it  is  clear  that  he  is  discussing  the  fact  that  lies  are 
frequently  used  in  this  society  as  a  means  of  controlling 
populations  and  individuals.  He  is  cautioning  his  audience  about 
this  and  urging  them  to  get  Scientology  auditing  so  that  they  are 
more  able  and  less  apt  to  be  influenced  by  such  improper 
manipulative  techniques.  (Exhibit  M,  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  a 
portion  of  the  tape  lecture,  "Technique  88".) 

18 .  Other  scurrilous  attacks  include  the  long-discredited 
slander  that  Scientology  was  formed  into  a  religious  activity  as  a 
way  of  making  money.  That  allegation  was  discredited  years  ago  when 
it  was  verified  that  George  Orwell  was  the  source  for  the  witticism 
about  making  money  through  religion  rather  than  writing  and  when  a 
German  court  ruled  that  attributing  that  statement  to  L.  Ron  Hubbard 
was  libelous.  (Exhibit  N) 

19 .  It  is  clear  that  Armstrong  and  Yanny  are  dredging  up 
anything  which  they  consider  might  prejudice  the  Court  against  the 
Church.  In  a  further  attempt  to  achieve  this  level  of  degradation 
through  mud-slinging,  they  have  advanced  the  line  that  the 
litigation  techniques  used  by  the  Church  are  somehow  improper. 
Clearly  the  foot  and  a  half  of  irrelevant  and  malicious  character 
assassination  which  Yanny  and  Armstrong  have  attached  to  their 
papers  demonstrate  which  parties  are  utilizing  harassive 
techniques.  But  several  points  which  they  have  raised  will  be 
addressed  here. 

20.  Armstrong  has  raised  the  charge  that  the  Church  conducts 
a  "war  against  judges"  based  upon  a  story  in  a  1980  periodical.  The 
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conduct  of  Armstrong's  attorney.  Ford  Greene,  reveals  the  truth  most 
clearly:  In  the  space  of  less  than  two  months  in  this  case,  he  has 
peremptorily  challenged  one  judge  and  then  moved  to  transfer  the 
case  away  from  a  second.  This,  at  the  very  least,  is  blatant  judge 
and  forum  shopping.  He  is  doing  precisely  what  he  is  accusing 
others  of  doing.  In  point  of  fact,  the  attorneys  for  the  Church  are 
highly  reputable  and  have  consistently  adhered  to  the  highest 
standards  of  the  legal  profession.  See,  for  example,  declarations 
from  Church  counsel  which  were  filed  in  the  Aznaran  case  on  this 
specific  point.  (Exhibit  O.) 

21.  In  an  attempt  to  bolster  this  accusation,  Armstrong  has 
submitted  declarations  from  fellow  Church  attacker,  Vicki  Aznaran. 
Aznaran,  however,  did  not  understand  legal  activities  and  notably 
absented  herself  from  discussions  of  legal  matters  when  she  was  a 
senior  executive  in  the  Church.  She  has  no  basis  from  which  to 
speak  about  the  legal  strategy  of  the  Church.  She  did  not  know 
what  it  was.  (Exhibit  P,  a  true  and  correct  copy  of  the 
Declaration  of  Mark  C.  Rathbun,  para.  6,  submitted  in  the  Aznaran 
case. ) 

22.  It  is  also  notable  that  Armstrong  and  Yanny  reach  back  to 
the  1970s  in  an  attempt  to  tar  the  Church  in  the  1990s  with  the 
misdeeds  of  the  former  Guardian's  Office,  an  external  affairs  unit 
in  the  Church  which  was  abolished  by  Church  management  after  it  was 
discovered  that  some  members  had  committed  illegal  acts.  One  of 
the  key  reasons  that  Vicki  Aznaran,  upon  whom  Yanny  and  Armstrong 
rely  as  a  source  for  false  allegations  about  the  Church,  was  removed 
from  her  post  was  that  she  rehired  former  members  of  the  Guardian's 
Office  whom  the  current  Church  management  had  removed  from  their 
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staff  positions.  (Id.,  at  5)  23.  It  is  clear  that  Yanny  and 

Armstrong  are  the  parties  who  have  seized  the  low  road  and  have 
conducted  this  litigation  as  an  exercise  in  mud-slinging, 
distraction  and  obstruction.  This  is  not  unexpected.  The 
difficulty  between  Yanny  and  the  Church  goes  back,  not  to  a  simple 
fee  dispute  as  Yanny  would  have  the  Court  believe,  but  rather  to  the 
deterioration  of  Yanny' s  performance  due  to  his  use  of  mind-altering 
substances  such  as  LSD  and  cocaine,  his  inflated  billings  and  his 
failure  to  either  repay  or  earn  a  $150,000  advance  on  fees  which  he 
received  in  1985  and  which  at  the  end  of  the  relationship  with  the 
Church  he  claimed  for  the  first  time  to  be  a  non-ref  undable 
retainer.  Further,  Yanny  has  boasted  to  other  attorneys  of  his 
prowess  at  using  the  legal  system  to  harass.  (Exhibit  Q,  a  true  and 
correct  copy  of  the  Declaration  of  Steven  Ames  Brown,  originally 
filed  in  the  case  of  Yannv  vs.  RTC. ) 

24.  The  Church  has  long  been  a  strong  advocate  of  social 
reform,  particularly  in  the  field  of  mental  health.  When  media 
blasts  such  as  the  Time  article  attached  to  Armstrong's  papers 
attempted  to  blunt  the  investigation  by  the  Church  and  the  Citizen's 
Commission  of  Human  Rights  into  the  dangerous  psychiatric  drug, 
Prozac,  the  Church,  in  a  campaign  financed  by  its  membership, 
printed  the  truth  in  a  series  of  full-page  advertisements  in  U. S . A. 
Today,  culminating  in  a  28-page  insert.  These  are  in  the  booklet. 
The  True  Story  of  Scientology,  attached  as  Exhibit  C. 

/  /  / 

/  /  / 

/  /  / 

/  /  / 
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/  /  / 


I  declare  under  the  penalty  of  perjury  that  the  foregoing  is 
true  and  correct. 

Executed  this  19th  day  of  March  at  Los  Angeles,  California. 
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